Sir Astley Cooper states in his Surgical Lectures that in former times, (meaning seemingly in the days of his immediate predecessors,) the medical profession was utterly unacquainted with dislocations at the hip-joint; and he makes mention of a surgeon in London about fifty years ago, who denied the possibility of such an occurrence. The inference which seemingly he wishes to be drawn from this statement is, that all the important information which the profession is possessed of relative to this class of accidents has been derived entirely from himself and his contemporaries; and if this was his object, it must be admitted that he has been very successful in attaining it; for we have seen it repeatedly stated in the journals of the day, among the important improvements in surgical practice introduced by this sur- geon, that he has the merit of having first made the surgeons of London acquainted with dislocations at the hip-joint. But the assertion of Sir Astley Cooper must surely have been rashly made, and upon some misapprehension. For we cannot bring ourselves to believe that the magnates of our profession in London can ever have been so destitute of all proper acquaintance with preceding authorities, or have been so miserably deficient in all talent for practical observation, as we must suppose them to have been if the statement made by Sir Astley had been wellfounded. In fact we have every reason to think that at no previous period did the neglect of ancient authority prevail to so great an extent as at present, and that at no other time would this assertion of Sir Astley's been passed so long without exposure. Be that, however, as it may, it ought to be generally known, that the four common varieties of dislocation at the hip-joint, namely, outwards on the dorsum of the ilium, inwards, upon the thyroid ligament, backwards upon the tuber ischii, and who are minutely acquainted with and take an interest in the ancient literature of our profession. To a sufficiency of verbal criticism are added brief observations on the anatomical and physiological subjects treated of by the author. But however much we may admire the industry and ability displayed by Dr. Greenhill in this part, we must decline attempting to give our readers an analysis of its contents, which do not well admit of being presented in a condensed form, and are not well adapted to quotation in such a work as this. Our general opinion of the edition we may give in a few words: that taking into account the pains bestowed upon the accuracy of the text, with the elegance of the typography, and the value of the annotations, we look upon this as being decidedly the best edition of an ancient medical author with which we are acquainted.
We shall now proceed to give our readers some account of Theophilus and the matters treated of in his work. Regarding the author himself little or nothing can be ascertained. It is not even agreed to which century he ought to be referred ; only this far is discovered from the language of his work, which contains several barbarous words not Theophilus concludes the chapter on the organs of nutrition with an elaborate recapitulation of the processes which the food undergoes from its entrance into the mouth, to its complete assimilation to the substance of the body. Simplicius states them more briefly, thus: " it is the teeth which masticate the food, the stomach which digests it, and the liver which converts it into blood." (Comment. in Aristot. Auscult. Nat. ii.)
The Third Book of Theophilus treats of the parts seated within and upon the thorax. It is abridged principally from the sixth and seventh books of Galen's work. Galen and the other physiologists after him, held that the cavity of the thorax is intended solely for the reception of the heart, all the other organs situated there being merely assistants which minister to its purposes. The heart, in a word, was accounted the seat of the vital powers, the fountain of life, and the stove from which the innate heat is diffused over the system by the arteries. "The heart," "The heart itself having every imaginable power of attraction, receives into its cavities the materials which flow to it, seizing upon and, as it were, sticking them in. Whether it be that as the bellows of smiths when expanded suck in the air, so does the heart much more : or whether as the flames of the lamp attract the oil, so neither is the heart destitute of such a power, being the source of innate heat; or whether as the magnet by some Cordis, c. x.) The writer of this paper has repeatedly dissected vipers in order to satisfy himself in regard to the fact assumed by Harvey; but he must say that even with the assistance of a microscope, neither himself nor certain friends whom he invited to assist him in forming a judgment in the matter, could ever perceive any such contraction of the bulk of the heart in systole as would have led them to suppose that any sensible portion of its contents had been thrown out. The pulsations of the heart were marked indeed by some change of colour and of tension ; but we repeat that we never could detect any appearance of a sensible contraction of the ventricle, or of a current of blood passing along the arterial tube. "That there are three primary organs which regulate the animal frame, namely, the brain, the heart, and the liver, is admitted by all wise physicians; and that the brain by the nerves conveys sensation and motion to all the body, and the heart ventilating the whole body, by the arteries, thereby animates it, and that the liver by the veins, as by certain canals irrigates the members of the body and thereby nourishes and enlarges them, is admitted not only by the skilled physician, but also by the vulgar/'
The primary office of the brain, then, was held to be, to 
